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CHAP,   regarded as unquestionable that the partisans  of
v_^L^ Mary Stuart would latterly wish to have in their
1568.    possession all those original letters and remaining
documents ascribed to her, so they not unwillingly
have found it necessary to assume that these may,
on the execution of the Earl of Gowrie, IK we fallen
into the hands of James vi., and that the Litter ha,<!
felt himself inclined to  destroy  whatever  might
really show his mother to be guilty of murder; the
disappearance of the documents themselves,  it is
now accordingly said, " demonstrates that they were
genuine."1    In short, the fact that both letters and
sonnets are without signature, without statement of
time and place, and have not any direct indication
whatever of the person to whom they are addressed,
has simply been regarded by those who maintain
the genuineness of the writings in question as a,
consequence   of  that   prudent   mysteriousness   in
which it would readily be sought to envelop the
crime.

On the part of Mary Stuart and her partisans
the genuineness of those documents has at no time-
been acknowledged. While the conference at York
was going on in the autumn of 1568, she herself was
not without a knowledge of the dangerous weapons
which were being brought from Scotland to her
detriment. William Maitland, who, since his sepa-
ration from Bothwell, and the latter's fall, had now
again appeared among; her enemies, seems by this
-ciine to nave begun to repent of his conduct towards
her. For whether it was that having accompanied.
Murray to the conference in England, he felt his
national sentiment wounded by a scene which only

1 Malcolm Laing, History of Scotland, i. 230.